Dear Howard, 


5/11/75 


P ; 224 0f b00k 1 w ^te to reinforce and re-emphasize 
what I d written earlier about how to focus on Belin. F 

. sorry you didn’t draw further on my work. Perhaps ypu felt in not necess w 

for the book for an article on Belin I believe it is indLpeLible. ^ 

ward. ?0Ur t6Xt y0U Sh0uld take ^ Rockefeller Commission pieties and work back- 

. One sertous emission if you do not include it in an article is the Baker hsnd- 

USe 1 i f n W XI : That was Selin's work. As I recall at that ppint 
I compiled all the available conflicting statements this one man had made about 
this one incident, the essence of the deliberate framing responsibility for which 
Belin cannot escape if it gets attention. 

mrmn S faCt * be better th ^n an article is a speech for a Congres- 
sman if one would make it on the floor of the House. Or a Senator ^ 

. 1 s ff d “ coaments at tte m press conference, gLve Belin back his own 

challenge, that one has to work backward from the Tippit killing this work. too) 
to really understand the JFK job. * ' 

It would really be a killer with attention. 

M ^° h ® st ® r ® a y not 1)6 the world's most probative witness, the fact 
remains that he and MgcNeil were guided to a phone and the Commission has come up 
with no other employee who directed the reporters to the phones. Meaning that with 
his obligations Belin did not. ' 6 ^ ,1CJ1 

t is Belin who handled Oswald at the scenes of both crimes. *t is Belin who 
faked a case in each instance. And it is he who now makes this noble speeches* 

^ anegedly investigates the CIA while using that job as a pretext for an attempt 
to validate his own and Ford a work on the Warren Commission. * 

Dynamite with two conditions: 

It be done right and 
it get attention. 

Hastily, 


P.S. Ho takers at my press conference. 



